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Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is responsive to amendment Is filed April 19, 2007. Claims 1 , 4, 5, 16, 
17 and 21 are amended. Claims 1-26 are pending in this application. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new 

ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-17 and 21-26, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Harvey et al (US 6,519,629 B2), herein after "Harvey" in view of 
Taylor (Pub. No.: US 2004/0210659 Al), hereinafter "Taylor". 

5. As to claim 1 , Harvey discloses, the method for collaboratively executing an 
application (Harvey, Abstract) comprising: 

establishing a communication from a first computing object to an intermediary 
system (Harvey, Col.1 , lines 43-45, where server is intermediary) wherein the 
intermediary multicasts messages among the first computer and a plurality of other 
computing objects in communication with the intermediary (Harvey, Col.1, lines 51-56, 
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where server communicates with each of the player connected to the gaming server 
could be a multicast) wherein the first computing object and the plurality of other 
computing objects can communicate text message (Harvey, Col.1, lines 56-59, where 
actions and reactions could be interactive, text or voice); 

transmitting a message by way of indicative of an invitation (Harvey, Col.13, lines 
14-17, where invitation message is sent to the users) to collaboratively execute an 
application from the first computing object to the intermediary system (Harvey, Col.13, 
lines 31-37, where module-175 is running on intermediary device collaboratively with 
other computing objects) whereby the message is multicast to the other ones of the 
plurality of computing objects Harvey, Col.4, lines 54-57, where email transmitted to all 
the invited users which could be a multicast) and wherein each of the other ones of the 
plurality of computing objects launching a first application (Harvey, Col.4, lines 65-67 
and Col.5, lines 1-2, where user executes or launch the application); 

receiving a message indicative of acceptance at the first computing object from 
at least one of the other ones of the plurality of computing objects (Harvey, Col.7, lines 
1-5, and Col.13, lines 25-26, where acceptance message is sent to module-1 15, means 
receiving the reply for acceptance); 

launching the first application (Harvey, Col.4, lines 65-67 and Col.5, lines 1-2 and 
Col.13, lines 28-29). Harvey is silent on transmitting a message in established 
communication network. However, Taylor discloses, transmitting a message in an 
established communication network (Taylor, Abstract, where an invitation to join a multi- 
party application layer session is sent to a participating computer systems). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Harvey with the teachings of 
Taylor in order to provide a multi-layer session e.g. an electronic conference, in 
configured to make a use of resources associated with lower layer connection that 
connect computer systems participating in the multi-party application layer session. 

6. As to claim 21 , Harvey discloses, a system for collaborative application execution 
(Harvey, Abstract), comprising: 

a first computer comprising a intermediary computer readable instructions for 
multicasting messages among a plurality of computing objects (Harvey, Col.13, lines 
20-22, where invitation is sent to the user addresses, this transmission could be a 
multicast). Harvey is silent on, one of the plurality of computing object in communication 
with intermediary computer and intermediary computer is communicating in real-time 
with other computers and one pf the computer sending an invitation to other computers 
in real-time and causes the other computers to launch the application. However, Taylor 
discloses, at least one of the plurality of computing object in communication with the 
intermediary computer-readable instructions (Taylor, [0007], where more than one 
computers are connected) and comprising a plurality of computer-readable instructions 
for real-time communication with other computing objects by way of the intermediary 
computer-readable instructions (Taylor, [0007] and [0034, where all the participating 
computers are connected to one another and real-time conferencing application means 
there is obviously a real-time communication going on); and 
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at least one of the plurality of computing objects comprising computer readable 
Instructions for inviting computing objects by way of real-time communication to 
collaboratively execute a computer application (Taylor, Abstract) by way of the 
intermediary computer-readable instructions wherein each of computing objects 
launches a local copy of the computing application (Taylor, [0007, lines 6-8], where 
each computer has conferencing application and to join the conference these 
application has to be launched). 

7. As to claim 2, Harvey and Taylor disclose, the invention substantially as in parent 
claim 1 , including, wherein the message indicative of an invitation comprises the term 
"Invite" (Harvey, Col.4, lines 54-58, where message component could be any text or 
message including the claimed term "invite"). 

8. As to claim 3, Harvey and Taylor disclose, the invention substantially as in parent 
claim 1 , including, wherein the first computing object is executing on a first computer 
and wherein the other ones of the computing objects is executing on at least one other 
computer (Taylor, [0007, lines 6-8], where each conferencing application Is running 
Individually on each computer). 

9. As to claim 4, Harvey and Taylor disclose, the invention substantially as in parent 
claim 1 , including, further comprising registering a first copy of the application with a first 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/691 ,922 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2152 

computing object (Harvey, Col. 27, lines 42-49, where downloading means registering 
the application). 

10. As to claim 5, Harvey and Taylor disclose, the invention substantially as in parent 
claim 1, including, wherein a first copy of the application and the first object are 
executable on a first computer (Col.27, lines 25-28, where controller is the first 
computer and controls the application and capable of running the application). 

11. As to claim 6 Harvey and Taylor disclose, the invention substantially as In parent 
claim 5, including, further comprising transmitting a message from the first computer 
indicative of connection-specific information to the at least on other ones of the plurality 
of computing objects (Col.6, lines 43-46). 

12. As to claim 7, Harvey and Taylor disclose, the invention substantially as in parent 
claim 6, including, wherein the connection-specific infonnation comprises an internet 
protocol address (Col.6, lines 1-3, where persistent connection is HTTP connection 
which means there is an IP address involve in the session connection). 

1 3. As to claim 8, Harvey and Taylor disclose, the invention substantially as in parent 
claim 6, including, further comprising launching a second application on a second 
computer (Col.27, lines 32-34, where user is a second computer). 
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14. As to claim 9, Harvey and Taylor disclose, the invention substantially as in parent 
claim 6, including, wherein the second application and the first application comprise 
compatible functions (Col.27, lines 32-34, where user has downloaded the application 
from the first computer/controller meaning they will be playing the same game). 

1 5. As to claim 1 0, Harvey and Taylor disclose, the invention substantially as in 
parent claim 6, including, wherein the second application is the same application as the 
first application (Col.27, lines 32-34, where user has downloaded the application from 
the first computer/controller and Col.27, lines 57-58 they both engaged in playing same 
game). 

16. As to claim 1 1 , Harvey and Taylor disclose, the invention substantially as in 
parent claim 1 , including, further comprising transmitting a second message to another 
computing object that joined the communication with the intermediary (Col,25, lines 60- 
66), the second message indicative of an invitation to collaboratively execute the 
application (Harvey, Col.25, lines 60-67, where users starts the game after entering in 
the chat room), 

1 7. As to claim 12, Harvey and Taylor disclose, the invention substantially as in 
parent claim 1 1 , including, wherein another computing object joined the communication 
with the intermediary after the first message was transmitted (Harvey, Col.28, lines 41- 
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50, where user is already registered when the first invitation was sent and joining the 
game session for the second time). 



18. As to claim 13, Harvey and Taylor disclose, the invention substantially as in 
parent claim 1 1 , including, wherein the transmission of the second message Is by one of 
the plurality of computing objects (Harvey, Col.27, lines 50-54, where partners are 
selected through chat application which means obviously two users are exchanging 
messages between them). 

1 9. Claim 14, Harvey and Taylor disclose, the invention substantially as in parent 
claim 1 , including, wherein the act of launching the first application comprises 
transmitting a parameter indicative of an identifier of a process of the first application 
(Harvey, Col. 5^ lines 3-7, where personal information, login name and password could 
be the parameter to start the application as authenticated user). 

20. As to claim 15, Harvey and Taylor disclose, the invention substantially as in 
parent claim 14, including, wherein the act of launching the first application further 
comprises receiving a pointer to a session of which the first application is associated 
(Col.5, lines 1-7, where registration or login information could be a pointer to a session 
of which the first application is associated). 
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21 . As to claim 16, is rejected for the same rationale as applied to claim 1 above. 

22. As to claim 17, is rejected for the same rationale as applied to claim 1 1 above. 



23. As to claim 22, Harvey and Taylor disclose the invention substantially as in 
parent claim 21 , including, wherein the first computer comprises a roster of users that 
have communicated their presence through a computing object to the intermediary 
instructions (Harvey, Col.7, lines 1-5, where central controller module keeps the session 
log). 

24. As to claims 23 and 24, are rejected for the same rationale as applied to claim 22 
above. 



25. As to claim 25, Harvey and Taylor disclose, the invention substantially as in 
parent claim 22, including, where each user causes a copy of the application to be 
executed on a separate computer from each other user (Col.27. lines 42-48). 



26. As to claim 26, Harvey and Taylor disclose the invention substantially as in 
parent claim 21, including, an instant messaging service comprising the intenmediary 
computer-readable instructions (Col. 18, lines 36-39). 
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27. . Claims 18-20, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Harvey et al (US 6,519,629 B2), herein after "Harvey" in view of Pedersen et al. (Pub. 
No.: US 2004/0198403 Al), hereinafter "Pedersen". 

28. As to claim 18, Harvey discloses, a message indicative of an invitation to join a 
multiparty application, said message comprising a first portion indicative of the invitation 
(Harvey, Col.4, lines 54-58, where transmission message includes a message 
component which is indicative of an invitation. Harvey is silent on a second portion 
indicative of a communications session number in a messaging system wherein the 
message is processed as a request to join a multiparty application session. However, 
Pedersen discloses, a second portion indicative of a communications session number in 
a messaging system wherein the message is processed as a request to join a multiparty 
application session (Pedersen, [0041], where invitation message has the session 
number included with it). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Harvey with the teachings of 
Pedersen to provide a multi-party game session in a plurality of wireless temiinals 
(Pedersen, Abstract). 

29. As to claim 19, Harvey and Pedersen disclose, the invention substantially as in 
parent claim 18, including, wherein the first portion comprises the term "invite" (Col.4, 



Application/Control Number: 10/691,922 



Page 1 1 



Art Unit: 2152 

lines 54-58, where message component could be any text or message Including the 
claimed term "Invite"). 

30. As to claim 20, is rejected for the same rationale as applied to claim 19 above. 

31 . Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references, as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may afaply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant In preparing 
responses, to fully consider the references in its entirety as potentially teaching of all or 
part of the claimed invention, as well as the context. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tauqir Hussain whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1247. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30 AM to 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on 571 272 3913. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned Is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infomiation for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomiation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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